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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1-84 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-31 and 34-84 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Pepe et al. (5,742,668) (hereinafter Pepe). 

4. As per claim 1 , Pepe teaches a method of controlling access of a subscriber to a 
network comprising: sending an identification of the subscriber and an access to be 
provided to the subscriber from a visited network of a plurality of networks connected to 
a home (e.g. col. 21 , lines 12-28); in response to the identification of the subscriber and 
access to be provided to the subscriber, storing a subscriber profile of an authorized 
access to be provided to the subscriber (e.g. col. 21, lines 12-28); and 

Controlling access of the subscriber to any network dependent upon a comparison of 
the access to be provided to the subscriber and the stored subscriber profile (e.g. col. 
21, lines 12-28). 

5. As per claim 34, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

6. As per claim 37, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above, 

7. As per claim 38, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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8. As per claim 68, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

9. As per claim 78, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

10. As per claim 2, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the storing of the subscriber 
profile is in the home network (e.g. Figure 1). 

11. As per claim 35, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

12. As per claim 41 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

13. As per claim 42, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

14. As per claim 70, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

1 5. As per claim 71 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

16. As per claim 3, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the storing of the subscriber 
profile is in the visited network (e.g. col. 22, lines 4-10). 

17. As per claim 36, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

18. As per claim 43, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

19. As per claim 72, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

20. As per claim 80, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

21 . As per claim 81 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

22. As per claim 4, Pepe teaches a method wherein: each difference access 
provides a different degree of bandwidth in communications (e.g. col. 6, lines 10-19). 

23. As per claim 7, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

24. As per claim 10, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

25. As per claim 5, Pepe teaches a method wherein: each access provides for a 
different degree of security in communications (e.g. col. 6, lines 35-45). 
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26. As per claim 8, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

27. As per claim 1 1 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

28. As per claim 6, Pepe teaches a method wherein: each access provides different 
connection supplementary services (e.g. col. 7, lines 15-25). 

29. As per claim 9, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

30. As per claim 12, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

31 . As per claim 13, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the home network is an 
internet protocol network and the visited network is a wireless cellular bearer network 
(e.g. col. 23, lines 50-60). 

32. As per claim 14, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the public cellular bearer 
network is a general packet radio system network (e.g. col. 18, lines 30-40). 

33. As per claim 15, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the home network is an 
internet protocol network and the visited network is an internet service provider (e.g. col. 
2, lines 58, 65 and col. 22, lines 37-41). 

34. As per claim 16, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the home network is an 
internet protocol network and the visited network is a wireless local area network (e.g. 
col. 23, lines 28-38). 

35. As per claims 17-31 , Pepe teaches a method wherein: the access is chosen from 
a plurality of authorized accesses which may be granted to the subscriber (e.g. col. 6, 
lines 47-59). 

36. As per claim 39, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the controlling of the service 
provided to the subscriber occurs while the subscriber is registered in a visited network 
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and the networks are access networks from which the subscriber may obtain services 
while roaming in the visited network (e.g. col. 2, lines 25-35). 

37. As per claim 69, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

38. As per claim 79, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

39. As per claim 83, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

40. As per claim 40, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the controlling of the service 
provided to the subscriber occurs from a request of a call controlling entity (e.g. col. 8, 
lines 48-54). 

41 . As per claim 44, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the sending of the 
identification of the subscriber and an access occurs in response to the transmission of 
an access type indicator identifying a network in which the subscriber is registered 
through the visited network to the home network or in response to a request from a call 
serving entity (e.g. col. 6, lines 10-26). 

42. As per claim 45, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

43. As per claim 46, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

44. As per claim 47, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

45. As per claim 48, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the subscriber profile 
comprises general service data used in providing service to the subscriber and data 
regarding permitted access of the subscriber to the networks (e.g. col. 9, lines 37-50). 

46. As per claim 49, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

47. As per claim 50, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

48. As per claim 51 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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49. As per claim 52, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

50. As per claim 53, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above, 

51 . As per claim 54, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above, 

52. As per claim 55, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the application level access 
originates from equipment of the subscriber registered to one of the networks (e.g. col. 
20, lines 22-35). 

53. As per claim 56, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

54. As per claim 75, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

55. As per claim 76, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above, 

56. As per claim 84, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

57. As per claim 57, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the access is determined by a 
call control entity based upon information obtained by the control entity about the 
network to which the subscriber is registered (e.g. col. 20, lines 4-20). 

58. As per claim 77, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

59. As per claim 58, Pepe teaches a method wherein: in response to at least one 
subsequent identification of the subscriber and the access being provided at the home 
network, the home network sends to the visited network an acknowledgement of a 
change in registration of the subscriber to another access network (e.g. col. 23, lines 
28-35). 

60. As per claim 59, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the access is used by the 
home network to control connectivity of communications to the subscriber through the 
home network (e.g. col. 23, lines 50-60). 
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61 . As per claims 60-67, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

62. As per claim 73, Pepe teaches a method wherein: the providing of the 
identification of the subscriber occurs in response to transmission of an access type 
Indicator to the home network Identifying an access network (e.g. col. 23, lines 5-18). 

63. As per claim 74, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

64. As per claim 82, Pepe teaches a system wherein: an access comprising an 
identification of access to one of the networks in which the subscriber is registered is 
transmitted from the visited network to the home network and the storing of the 
subscriber profile is in response to the identification of access at the home network (e.g. 
col. 16, lines 1-12). 



65. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

66. Claims 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pepe in view of Dare et al. (5,684,950) (hereinafter Dare). 

67. As per claim 32, Pepe does not specifically show a method wherein an 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



application level registration message containing the identification of the subscriber and 
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the access is generated in response to a request from a subscriber equipment to a 
visited network entity; 

In response to an entity in tlie visited network receiving the request, an address of an 
entity in the home network is obtained from a routing analysis in the visited network; and 
The application level registration message is transmitted to the address in the home 
network. 

Dare teaches a method wherein an application level registration message containing 
the identification of the subscriber and the access is generated in response to a request 
from a subscriber equipment to a visited network entity (e.g. col. 2, lines 25-30); 
In response to an entity in the visited network receiving the request, an address of an 
entity in the home network is obtained from a routing analysis in the visited network 
(e.g. col, 2, lines 30-45); and 

The application level registration message is transmitted to the address in the home 
network (e.g. col. 2, lines 30-45). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine Pepe with Dare. The motivation 
would have been to provide authentication using an application level registration 
method. 

68. As per claim 33, Pepe does not specifically teach a method wherein: an entity of 
the home network obtains the subscriber profile in response to receipt of the application 
level registration message. Dare teaches a method wherein: an entity of the home 
network obtains the subscriber profile in response to receipt of the application level 
registration message (e.g. col. 2, lines 35-45). It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the Invention was made to combine Pepe with Dare. 
The motivation would have been to provide authentication using an application level 
registration method. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Farhood Moslehi whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8646. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 703-305-8498. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-746-7239. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-306- 
5484. 



Conclusion 



fm 




